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‘it Zs Unfalr to the Ainhassador'

" The American ambassador to Peru,-
Frank Ortiz, has had what he would de-
scribe as a bad trip with this newspaper:

going back to last September after hav-

ing been nominated for the embasy i in’

Lrna In the time since, he has had cor--

re°p¢mdence with . the publisher, the

managing editor and the asslstant man-,

aging editor for foreign news.

"His grievance grows out. of a Wash-
ington Post story from Lima published
Lere Sept. 13. ‘The story was prompted
by critical public comment there a few-
months earlier to word of. his nomina-:
tion. At issue is the way the story deals
with two allegations that arose during a
previous tour of duty: Ortiz' had in
Lima : beginning " in - 1967:--that "he.
worked for the CIA and, as"a result, ’
was forced to leave Peru before com-

" pleting his assignment.. -

The story’s lead said: "I'he Reagan

administration has caused a minor out-.

“‘cry in the Peruvian press by nominating -
as ambassador to Lima a diplomat who
reportedly cut short an earlier tour of
duty here after allegations linking him to
the Central Tntelligence Agency.” The |
charge, by way of background, surfaced |
in a communist weekly in October 1969,
when Ortiz was the embassy’s political |
counselor and when the expropriation of
a large American oil company had be-
come a public issue.- * .

In the third paravraph,. The Post’
story said, “according to two former.
government officials who were:close-

. confidants of then-president Juan Ve-
lasco Alvarado certain rumors-.... led-
Velasco to believe that Ortiz was work-.
ing with the CIA. As a result, these of-
ficials say, Velasco called-the U.S. Em-
bassy to ask- that. Ortxz be removed
from his position.” - . .- -

* ‘There is no evndenee that Velasoo
personally intervened. Both Ortiz and
former U.S. ambassador to-Peru Tay-
lor . Belcher. acknowledge: that the
charge was ralsed and that Ortiz’s

" departure was requested-in a meeting
" Belcher:.-had - with ~the- then-fore!gn
. minister on"Nov. 17,1969 Beicher con-.

firms: Ortiz's . ‘statement to: The Post

"that “the falseness of- tbe-charga wasl
_easily’ proven” and that“my-tour of |-

: duty ‘thereafter was - unaffected" and
“on the last night in Lima ‘my wife and |

1 were guesh-of President: and- Mrs.-

" The fourth paragraph of The Post’s
- story is-at best confusing. “‘Diplomatic
ofﬁcnals—m the U.S.. Embassy, accord-
*ing to these former Peruvian officials
and versiond of the story that circu-
: lated -at the time, asked that Ortiz's
"departure- be ‘delayed long enough to

rallow hnm tq }eave quxetly, wnth no in-

Ombudsman

ternatmnal fuss Three months later,
. Ortiz left- his. Peru- poet and became
. deputy’. chneﬁ of ‘mission in.- Uruauay
-The .- CL\ *:allegations - were -never
- proved; and':both. Peruvian -Foreign
. Ministry. officials and some U.S; diplo-
* mats now say.thereé was nothing irregu-
 lar about’ Ortiz’s departure.” ..~
* - The last statement is supported by a
: comment.-attributed to a U.S. diplo-
“mat. Yet,..the-earlier flat statement
. that Ortiz left’tiree mouths later is un-
" supported- and "contrary to the facts.
" Ortizdid not-depart until the following
July, "almost 'seyen ‘months after the
xssue hadansen. Beélcher confirms this.
~'The:Post’s: story quotes dnfferent
Peruvmn soum critical of Ortiz’s nomi-
“nation now as’ ‘ambassador and has the
<effect of reopenmg the allegations. The
" editor-'of: “a”."pro-government” * ‘news
Y magazxneus quoted*“lt a show of arro-
© gance; I thinjex 5% saying “You kicked
* this guy: out, inore. or: less.” Now he

comes back a¥ ambassador Separately,"
“leftxst" newspaper is quoted as saymg '

Ortn was. “expelled from Perdv'% .. for
~being a CIA agent.” Two others; “former

. assoc:ates of - President. -Velasco,” ‘are

“quoted extensively describing “the same
“yersion of events”—that Velaéco”“began

tosmpectomzofCIAlm ¥ and-again,
7 that Velasco was pmmpfed “toask kthal:
Omz leave the country.”

- An- incumbent’. Peruv:an'” forengn
mlmstry official is quoted next:saying,

"‘The important - thing ‘is- that- they"

aane

" never found a single element ol proof ..
.he’s [Ortiz] been. accused ’sijply_ by
.rumors. . . . At that time: :‘here AW;N
Jxen hobla ainst everything™ er-
:{:a:p t.hzg CIA- was gl? -over South
' America. It was very easy to_accuge an
Amencan cxtuen,i bqt very\hard to
\prove. i oo Py A anr Y 2 BT

: questions raised in the story. -

..are that.The Post made no:éffort to
<reach him for comment beforé publica-
 tion and that it ignored the following
 public statement by the-current presi-

"Then, the story: returns to’ one of the
identified critics: “Let’s suppose there
was nozhmg, and there was Just ascan-
dal. This is a guy who isn't* zoing to
help relations between our countnea.
He’s a man who's been questioned. .

Tt seems like-a kind of vendetta an the |
part of the United States.” 7>~ -

" The remainder of the story contains
the “official U.S. response”™ Ortiz is well
qualified; he speaks fluent Spanijsh; he is
the highest ranking Hispanic in the For-
eign - Sennce, he has held etght diplo-

- matic positions related to Latin America.
Also, there is a personal trihute from his
predecessor without.. reference o the

Two specific complaints Ortlz thakes

-dent of Peru,- Fernando- Belaunde
Terry, on Aug. 22 “Such.accuisgtions
-are” completely unfounded. Wé have-
“conducted an in-depth mvestlvahon
‘M. Ortiz was a member. of, the em-
bassy here and acted very correctly.”
‘In support of the story, the reporter
says that it was suggested by the for-
eign desk and that in Lima she ‘talked
with both Americans and Penivians in
‘the interest of. balance: Forofficial
“Peruvian comment, she was rete;red to
‘the Foreign Ministry and was.not in-
-formed of President Belaundé’s state-
ment. She confirmed that no effoit was
-made to reach Ortiz in. Washington.
,.The assistant managing edltor for for-
-eign news defended the story as’accu-
tately describing media reaction in
Lima to Ortiz's appointment aiid for
including a denia}-by an emba»sy offi-
‘cial that Ortiz's earlxer tour had been
cutshort. "¢
~'The conclusion here lS that; whx!e
the story strives for balance, if doesn’t
succeed. The net effect is that: xt is un-
fair to the ambassador and, id an im-
‘portant way, justifies a deeper £oncern
of his: that the rehashing oﬁan old and
disproved charge-that he was'a covert
agent of US. mtelhgenoe ad‘ds jeop-
ardy to his mission..This:is a genuine
¢oncern _of all . American dlplomat.s
serving abroad today. The newspaper’s
.judgment of what was new news in this
instance was, misplaceds iy’ 130003
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